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Mr. Carter, the elements were said to be ' turned into' certain sacred substances. It appeared to Dr. Liddon that this expression passed the line which divides Transubstantiation from the Heal Presence, and he considerately apologised for it as due to an inadvertence on the Editor's part. But Mr. Carter has written to say that there was no inadvertence in the matter, but that the word * turned' is used with a fine shade of meaning which makes all the difference between Catholic and Roman Catholic. It may imply, he says, ' various kinds of change, such as moral change or change of condition, not necessarily a physical change; and it is here intended to imply a sacramental change.' If Mr. Carter's idea of defining the change effected in the Sacrament by describing it as a sacramental change be original, he deserves great credit for it, and the expression may be recommended to the disputants on all sides as a perfectly neutral term, on which they can all agree. It is hard to see how the stanchest Roman Catholic could object to this explanation. But in Canon Liddon's eyes it is sufficient to excuse the use of the expression in question. Mr. Carter, he says, ' meant it in a sense which I may think is not unlikely to be missed, but which is perfectly legitimate/ So that the degree of familiarity with theological language necessary to protect a reader against a Roman Catholic interpretation of Mr. Carter's language is one degree greater than that of Canon Liddon. If this be the case, what is likely to be the general effect of such language upon the mass of Ritualistic-congregations? It is to be remembered, as Monsignor Capel justly observes, that these are not one or two casual expressions inadvertently dropped. They are embodied in books sold in edition after edition, and they exhibit the devotions and the ideas which men of Mr. Carter's authority deliberately invite English Sisterhoods, English congregations and English children to follow. Canon Liddon has at length been aroused by Monsignor Capel to recognise such doctrines as ' fungi,' and to promise his best efforts c to promote their excision from the devotional literature which is current among us.' It is a pity he did not discover the growth of such ' fungi' in the current literature of the Ritualists until people of feeble constitution all over the country had been poisoned and strong men disgusted by them.
From this point of view we regret that we cannot modify the reprehensions we formerly expressed, and to which Canon Liddon took exception, of the conduct of the High Churchmen for whom he speaks in this matter, and they can only escape from it by admitting to the full the justice of Monsignor CapeTs charge against them, Either Canon Liddon does consider these excrescences on the teaching